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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. (See MPEP 2171- 2174). 

1 . Claims 1-8 provide for the use of the transmitter-receiver of 
commands consisting of frequency-modulated RF signal of claims 4-8, where 
the claim recites "a method for using command transmitter and bi-directional 
command transmitter-receiver of claims 1-3 to transmit and receive signals," 
but, since the claim does not set forth any steps involved in the 
method/ process, it is unclear what method/ process applicant is intending to 
encompass. A claim is indefinite where it merely recites a use without any 
active, positive steps delimiting how this use is actually practiced. 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 
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Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 101 because the claimed 
recitation of a use, without setting forth any steps involved in the process, 
results in an improper definition of a process, i.e., results in a claim which is 
not a proper process claim under 35 U.S.C. 101. See for example Ex parte 
Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (Bd.App. 1967) and Clinical Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 
255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such 
that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over US 

Patent applications Publication 2002/0163440 (Tsui) in the view of US Patent 

6654428 (Bose) 

1 . With regard claim 1 Tsui teaches a method of communication between a 
command transmitter (0009) and a bi-directional command transmitter-receiver 
(0020 & 0022) that are intended for the control of elements ensuring the security 
and/ or comfort of a building. However, Tsui did not explicitly disclose the same 
communication device used to transmit and receive at different modulation 
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protocol for transmitting command signal and programming signal. In the same 
field of endeavor, Bose discloses the communication of control commands from 
the command transmitter to the command transmitter- receiver or from the 
transmitter-receiver to other elements, being done by way of frequency-modulated RF 
signals, wherein, in a programming mode, the command transmitter-receiver 
activates and interrupts successively the transmission of electric signals normally 
used for communication by frequency modulation, so as to send information to the 
command transmitter by way of amplitude-modulated RF signals (col. 14 line 15 - 20 & 
46 - 60 & col. 9 line 56-61). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to use the methods for wireless communication taught by 
Bose in to the teaching of Tsui in order to achieve the programming environment which will 
facilitate the user to allow programming without interference as well as command control to 
be changed dynamically. 

2. With regard claim 2 Tsui in view of Bose teaches the limitation of claim 1 as 
discussed above. Tsui further teaches the information sent to the command 
transmitter is a series of transmissions and of interruptions of transmissions of. a 
carrier that are carried out by means of transmissions of frequency-modulated RF 
signals of the command transmitter receiver (0032). 

3. With regard claim 3 Tsui in view of Bose teaches the limitation of claim 1 as 
discussed above. Tsui further teaches the information comprises an identification 
code (0032). 
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4. With regard claim 4 Tsui in view of Bose teaches A transmitter- receiver of 
commands consisting of frequency-modulated RF signals, comprising an antenna 
(0028) linked to: means of reception (0022) of frequency-35 modulated RF signals, 
and to means of transmission (0028) of frequency-modulated RF signals, which 
comprises means of activation (0022). However, Tsui did not explicitly disclose 
interrupting of command signal during programming. In the same field of endeavor, 
Bose discloses disabling of the means of transmission (col. 9 lines 56 - 61). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use 
the methods for programming taught by Bose in to the teaching of Tsui in order to 
perform programming without interference from a command control signal and secure 
the programming code from intruders. 

Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent application Publication 2002/0163440 (Tsui) in the view of US Patent 
6654428 (Bose) in further view of US Patent No. 5661804 (Dykema). 

5. With regard claim 5 Tsui in view of Bose teaches the limitation of claim 4 as 
discussed above. Tsui in view of Bose did not explicitly disclose control logic circuit 
controls the enablement and disablement of transmission amplifier. However, Dykema 
teaches the means of activation and of disabling allow the activation and disabling of an 
amplifying circuit of the transmission means (Col. 12 line 41 - 48 & Fig 6A). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
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use a trainable transceiver capable of learning variable code taught by Dykema in to 
the teaching of Tsui in view of Bose in order to prevent transmission of signal during a 
learning mode. 

6. With regard claim 6 Tsui in view of Bose and in further view of Dykema teaches 
the limitation of claim 5 as discussed above. Dykema further teaches the means of 
activation and of disabling of the amplifying circuit comprise a logic processing unit and 
a control circuit (Col. 12 line 41 - 48 & Fig 6A). Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use a trainable transceiver 
capable of learning variable code taught by Dykema in to the teaching of Tsui in view of 
Bose in order to determine the appropriate code to transmit based upon the time in 
manner defined by the identification code. 

7. With regard claim 7 Tsui in view of Bose in further view of Dykema teaches the 
limitation of claim 5 as discussed above. Dykema further teaches the means of 
activation and of disabling comprise means of control of the power supply of the 
amplifying circuit (Col. 15 line 22 - 26 & Fig 6A). Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use a trainable transceiver 
capable of learning variable code taught by Dykema in to the teaching of Tsui in view of 
Bose in order to use the recovered power efficiently. 

8. With regard claim 8 Tsui in view of Bose in further view of Dykema teaches the 
limitation of claim 4 as discussed above. Bose further teaches at least one command 
transmitter furnished with means for transmitting frequency-modulated RF signals and 
with means for receiving amplitude-modulated RF signals (col. 14 line 15 - 20 & 46 - 60 & 
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col. 9 line 56 - 6 1). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to use the methods for wireless communication taught by Bose in to the 
teaching of Tsui in view of Dykema in order to achieve the programming environment which 
will facilitate the user to allow programming without interference as well as command control 
to be changed dynamically. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. US Patent 4245347 (Hutton), US Patent 4979549 
(Begle), US Patent 6798336 (Kanda), US Patent Application Publication 
2002/0181427 (Sparr), US Patent Application Publication 2004/0207537 
(Keller), US Patent Application Publication 2003/0067895, teaches a method of 
wireless communication between programmable transceiver with plurality of 
signals configurations, including code format, modulation format, and 
frequency. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to FEKADESELASSIE GIRMA whose 
telephone number is (571)270-5886. The examiner can normally be reached 
on Monday thru Friday, 8:30-5:00, every other Friday OFF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Mark Robinson can be reached on 571-272-2319. The 
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fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free)? If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

FG 

/Mark A. Robinson/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4163 



